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Response to Amendment 

1. The present Office action is in response to communication dated 14 October 2005. 

2. Claims 1-19 and 21 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 



5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 



Application/Control Number: 09/78 1 ,925 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2182 

invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kim 
et al. [US 2002/0069272 Al] in view of Barrett et al. [US 6,782,420 Bl]. 

Regarding claim 1, Kim et al. teaches a method for providing a communication server 
(see Title, Abstract). The cited art also teaches the step of receiving a selection of at least one 
service option (see "request"; Page 2, col. 2, [0026], [0028]). Kim et al. also teaches receiving 
capacity information (see "space"; Page 3, col. 2, [0033] and [0034]) for at least one type of 
subscriber (see "client"). The reference "automatically" (see Page 4, [0035]) applies a specified 
set of rules to produce a result set based on the service option selection and the capacity 
information; and determining configuration parameters for one or more network elements based 
on the result set (see Page 3, [0030] and [0034]). 

However, the Kim et al. reference fails to explicitly disclose the step of " automatically 
determining that one or more network elements are to be included in the communication server 
based on the result set", as claimed. Regarding this limitation, Barrett et al. teaches a network 
management (see Abstract) method in which a result set is automatically collected from network 
elements (see col. 2, lines 21-37; col. 12, lines 17-20). This information is collected by a 
management server (see col. 1 1, line 36). At the time of the invention, one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to combine the cited disclosures in order to obtain a method 
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for "remote management of network elements" and "to communicate management information 
concerning the network elements", as taught by Barrett et al. 

As per claim 2, Kim et al. teaches provisioning information based on a result set; and 
provisioning each of the network elements based on the provisioning information (see "client 
command", Page 2, [0026]; "resources available to a particular user", Page 3, [0030]). 

As for claim 3, Kim et al. teaches registering the network elements (see "content of the 
database", "servers", Page 3, col. 1, [0031]). 

As per claim 4, Kim et al. teaches storing provisioning information (see "set of 
parameters that control", Page 3, col. 1, [0030]). 

As for claim 5, Kim et al. teaches storing results (see Page 3, col. 2, [0033]; Figures 4 and 

6). 

As per claim 6, Kim et al. explicitly teaches network elements located in a remote 
location (see Page 2, [0026], [0027]). These network elements would also be downloaded from 
the remote location (see Page 3, col. 2, [0034]). 

As per claim 7, Kim et al. explicitly teaches receiving authentication information from an 
operator (see "user", Page 3, col. 1, [0032]); determining whether the operator is authenticated 
based on the authentication information (see Figure 2); presenting management options when the 
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operator is authenticated (see "interactive screen display", Figure 3); the management options 
comprising network element provisioning (see Page 3, col. 2, [0033], [0034]); and receiving a 
selection of network element provisioning. 

Regarding claim 8, Kim et al. teaches a system for providing a communication server 
(see Title, Abstract) as well as a computer-processable medium (see Figure 1). The cited art also 
teaches the logic for implementing the steps of receiving a selection of at least one service option 
(see "request"; Page 2, col. 2, [0026], [0028]). Kim et al. also teaches receiving capacity 
information (see "space"; Page 3, col. 2, [0033] and [0034]) for at least one type of subscriber 
(see "client"). The reference applies a specified set of rules to produce a result set based on the 
service option selection and the capacity information; and determining configuration parameters 
for one or more network elements based on the result set (see Page 3, [0030] and [0034]). 
However, the reference fails to explicitly disclose, "determining that one or more network 
elements are to be included in the communication server based on the result set", as claimed. 
Regarding this limitation, Barrett et al. teaches a network management (see Abstract) method 
and system in which a result set is automatically collected from network elements (see col. 12, 
lines 17-20). This information is collected by a management server (see col. 1 1, line 36). At the 
time of the invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
cited disclosures in order to obtain a system for "remote management of network elements" and 
"to communicate management information concerning the network elements", as taught by 
Barrett et al. 
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As per claim 9, Kim et al. teaches the logic for provisioning information based on the 
result set; and provisioning each of the network elements based on the provisioning information 
(see "client command", Page 2, [0026]; "resources available to a particular user", Page 3, 
[0030]). 

As for claim 10, Kim et al. teaches the logic for registering the network elements (see 
"content of the database", "servers", Page 3, col. 1, [0031]). 

As per claim 1 1, Kim et al. teaches logic for storing provisioning information (see "set of 
parameters that control", Page 3, col. 1, [0030]). 

As per claim 12, Kim et al. teaches logic for storing results (see Page 3, col. 2, [0033]; 
Figures 4 and 6). 

As per claim 13, Kim et al. discloses logic for determining configuration parameters. 
The reference explicitly teaches network elements located in a remote location (see Page 2, 
[0026], [0027]). These network elements would also be downloaded from the remote location 
(see Page 3, col. 2, [0034]). 

As for claim 14, Kim et al. explicitly teaches the logic for the steps of receiving 
authentication information from an operator (see "user", Page 3, col. 1, [0032]); determining 
whether the operator is authenticated based on the authentication information (see Figure 2); 
presenting management options when the operator is authenticated (see "interactive screen 
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display", Figure 3); the management options comprising network element provisioning (see Page 
3, col. 2, [0033], [0034]); and receiving a selection of network element provisioning. 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of references teaches a method for providing a 
communication server (see Title, Abstract). Therefore, the cited combination also teaches the 
service engine for providing this server in order to determine configuration parameters for 
network elements based on a result set (see previous rejections). The present claim is therefore 
rejected under the same rationale. 

As for claims 16-19, the combination of references teaches a method for providing a 
communication server (see Title, Abstract). Accordingly, the cited combination also teaches the 
service engine for providing this server in order to determine configuration parameters for 
network elements based on a result set (see previous rejections). The present claims are 
therefore rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 21, Kim et al. explicitly teaches receiving authentication information 
from an operator (see "user", Page 3, col. 1, [0032]); determining whether the operator is 
authenticated based on the authentication information (see Figure 2); presenting management 
options when the operator is authenticated (see "interactive screen display", Figure 3); the 
management options comprising network element provisioning (see Page 3, col. 2, [0033], 
[0034]); and receiving a selection of network element provisioning. Kim et al. teaches a method 
for providing a communication server (see Title, Abstract). The cited art also teaches the step of 
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receiving a selection of at least one service option (see "request"; Page 2, col. 2, [0026], [0028]). 
Kim et al. also teaches receiving capacity information (see "space"; Page 3, col. 2, [0033] and 
[0034]) for at least one type of subscriber (see "client"). The reference applies a specified set of 
rules to produce a result set based on the service option selection and the capacity information; 
and determining configuration parameters for one or more network elements based on the result 
set (see Page 3, [0030] and [0034]). Kim et al. explicitly teaches network elements located in a 
remote location (see Page 2, [0026], [0027]). These network elements would also be 
downloaded from the remote location (see Page 3, col. 2, [0034]). Kim et al. teaches 
provisioning information based on the result set; and provisioning each of the network elements 
based on the provisioning information (see "client command", Page 2, [0026]; "resources 
available to a particular user", Page 3, [0030]). Kim et al. teaches registering the network 
elements (see "content of the database", "servers", Page 3, col. 1, [0031]). Kim et al. teaches 
storing provisioning information (see "set of parameters that control", Page 3, col. 1, [0030]). 
However, the reference fails to explicitly disclose the limitation of "automatically" performing 
these steps, as claimed. Regarding this limitation, Barrett et al. teaches a network management 
(see Abstract) method in which a result set is automatically collected from network elements (see 
col. 12, lines 17-20). At the time of the invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to combine the cited disclosures in order to obtain a method for "remote 
management of network elements" and "to communicate management information concerning 
the network elements", as taught by Barrett et al. 



Application/Control Number: 09/78 1 ,925 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2182 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 14 October 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In the Remarks, applicants argue that the combination of prior art does not teach, 
"automatically determining that one or more network elements are to be included in the 
integrated communication server based on the result set" (Page 7). Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As stated above, Barrett et al. teaches a network management method (see Abstract) 
in which a result set is automatically collected from network elements (see col. 2, lines 21-37; 
col. 12, lines 17-20). This information is collected by a management server (see col. 2, lines 22- 
27). Barrett et al. teaches an "event distributor" (see col. 2, line 32) which provides, inter alia, 
command acknowledgements and command responses. An "alarm manager" indicates "current 
active" alarms within a plurality of network elements (see col. 2, lines 35-37). Furthermore, 
Barrett et al. teaches a menu of individual maintenance unit command options and includes a 
system status summary page for each managed network element . A web page also preferably 
includes a list of active alarms for the plurality of network elements (see col. 2, lines 44-48). 
Therefore, the reference teaches: (i) applying a set of specified rules and (ii) determining that 
network elements are to be included (see "acknowledgement", "command responses", "current 
active alarms"). 

In the Remarks, applicants also argue that the combination of references does not teach, 
"automatically applying a specified set of rules to produce a result set based on the service option 
selection and the capacity information" and "automatically determining configuration parameters 
for the one or more network elements based on the result set" (see Page 8). As for these 
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limitations, Kim teaches (Page 3, [0034]) applying rules (updating tables) in response to (i) 
option selection (see "user modifies") and (ii) capacity information (see "memory space"). 

8. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). 

In this case, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
cited disclosures in order to obtain a method for: (i) remote management of network elements by 
means of commands sent through the network and (ii) communicating management information 
concerning the network elements using a simplified network management protocol (SNMP). 
The evidence of this motivation is found in the Barrett et al. patent (col. 1, lines 19-21; col. 2, 
lines 7-9). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

a. Dulman [US 5915008 A] teaches, "Access server 48 is able to translate the CPE- 
supplied service request and convert the service request to network element -compatible 
data with the appropriate interface protocol. The maintenance and operations console 
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(MOC) 56 is a work station that provides AIN operators with the software tools required 
to monitor, administer and operate each AIN network element . The maintenance and 
operations console (MOC) 56 provides all capacity planning , performance, operations 
support, monitoring, testing, trouble reporting, configuration, administration, and 
installation tools for a network operation. Although not shown in FIG. 2, the access 
server 48 may also provide selected portions of the converted service requests to various 
operations support systems (OSS)" (emphasis added). 

b. Shurmer et al. [US 5974237 A] teaches, "Operational parameters to be 
monitored in the monitoring session are input in step 140, and in steps 141 and 142 
component and element signals corresponding to selected network elements and 
components of those elements are collected for each user. Collection of the component 
and element signals for all users is handled by the signal access layer resident on the 
server, as described herein. Data from the component signals and element signals is 
processed in step 143, prior to display of resultant data relating to the components and 
elements in steps 134, for each user. Each user is presented with an individual graphical 
display of selected performance parameters for each monitoring session. The 
performance parameters may be converted to a generic format prior to display, in which 
format comparison between different types of switch may be made on relative grounds. 
For example, a generic display may present that a switch is working at a percentage of 
maximum specific cell through put capacity, or is incurring overall a certain value of cell 
discard per connection" (emphasis added). 
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10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angel L. Casiano whose telephone number is 571-272-4142. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Huynh can be reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



21 December 2005 
Ale 




KIM HUYNH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




